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Re:  Notice of Ex Parte Presentation
In the Matter of Inquiry Into Over the Air Broadcast Television Viewers
MB 04-210

Dear Ms. Dortch,

The Digital Transition Coalition (“Coalition” or “DTC”} hereby makes
this ex parte written presentation in the above-captioned proceeding. The DTC
comprises consumer organizations, taxpayer groups, technology providers, and other
interested parties dedicated to expediting the transition to a digital future.

The Coalition’s members have a direct interest in the immediate
availability of network digital television service in high definition to all consumers
nationwide, and the broadcasters’ timely return of their “analog” spectrum. Upon
completion of the transition, part of the returned spectrum would be redeployed to the -
nation’s first responders to improve homeland security. The rest would be auctioned off,
raising tens of billions of dollars, to make available new advanced services, or to promote
unlicensed uses. For this reason, the Coalition has been closely monitoring the progress
of the DTV transition,

In their comments, the National Association of Broadcasters (“NAB”) and
the Association for Maximum Service Television (“MSTV™) have claimed that
“[b]roadcasters have met the challenge of the conversion to DTV [digital television]” and
that “[t]he transmission side of the DTV equation has been built,” citing the NAB's own
statistics on the number of full power DTV stations, the number of markets covered, and
the percentage of households in markets that have a certain number of DTV stations. See
NAB/MSTV Comments at 7 (filed Aug. 11, 2004).
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Dear Ms. Dortch,

The Digital Transition Coalition (“Coalition” or “DTC") hereby makes
this ex parte written presentation in the above-captioned proceeding. The DTC
comprises consumer organizations, taxpayer groups, technology providers, and other
interested parties dedicated to expediting the transition to a digital future.

The Coalition’s members have a direct interest in the immediate
availability of network digital television service in high definition to all consumers
nationwide, and the broadcasters’ timely return of their “analog” spectrum. Upon
completion of the transition, part of the returned spectrum would be redeployed to the
nation’s first responders to improve homeland security. The rest would be auctioned off,
raising tens of billions of dollars, to make available new advanced services, or to promote
unlicensed uses. For this reason, the Coalition has been closely monitoring the progress
of the DTV transition.

In their comments, the National Association of Broadcasters (“NAB™) and
the Association for Maximum Service Television (“MSTV”) have claimed that
“[bjroadcasters have met the challenge of the conversion to DTV [digital television]” and
that “[t]he transmission side of the DTV equation has been built,” citing the NAB’s own
statistics on the number of full power DTV stations, the number of markets covered, and
the percentage of households in markets that have a certain number of DTV stations. See
NAB/MSTV Comments at 7 (filed Aug. 11, 2004).
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The Commission should evaluate these claims in light of the more
granular, state-by-state DTV coverage maps that Primus Geographics has generated on
behalf of the DTC using publicly available FCC information on DTV broadcast stations
and OET guidelines for DTV coverage profiles. See Attachment A (methodology),
Attachment B (summary data) and Attachment C (maps). Primus has used the point-to-
point Longley-Rice version-of the methodology to determine the Grade B contours of the
digital signals of every network station, and then mapped these contours over the 2003
projected Census data.

The maps and accompanying data depict a very different picture than the
optimistic one reflected in the NAB filing. They make clear that as many as 36% of
American consumers — over 39 million households — and many regions of the United
States remain unserved by the digital television signal of one or more of their local
network stations. Among the illuminating findings:

= 36.1% of households (over 39 million) cannot receive digital service from at least one
of the network broadcasters. More specifically:

o 19% of households (over 20 million) are receiving digital service from only 3
digital network broadcasters

o 5.8% of households (over 6 million) are receiving digital service from only 2
digital network broadcasters

o 6.2% of households (over 6 million) are receiving digital service from only 1
digital network broadcaster

o 5.1% of households (over 5 million) cannot receive digital service from any
network broadcaster at all

The proportion of unserved households is even more alarming in the most
sparsely populated states — typically states with a disproportionate number of rural
households. In the 10 states with the fewest houscholds, a full 74.2% of these households
are unserved by at least one of their local network stations. These maps and data thus
illustrate graphically the distance that still needs to be traversed to achieve the goals of
the DTV transition.

Please contact Adam Bromberg on (703) 683-5004 (ext. 102) if you have
any queries about the maps and information submitted.

Respectfully submitted,

e ZL I

—George Landrith——"

For the Digital Transition Coalition

ce:
John Berresford, Media Bureau, FCC
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COVERAGE MAPS




Digital Transition Coalition
MB 04-210
September 20, 2004
METHODOLOGY FOR DIGITAL TV
COVERAGE MAPS

All digital television (DTV) broadcast station data used to prepare the
Digital Television (DTV) coverage profiles were based on information
downloaded from the FCC website (www.fcec.gov) on July 22, 2004.

Specific engineering information such as longitude, latitude, Effective
Radiated Power (ERP), Radiation Center Above-Ground Level (RCAGL}, DTV
channel number and antenna pattern was based on the most recent license
or STA information submitted by the station. The decibel Planner RF
planning tool (v2.6) was used to generate the DTV coverage profiles
using 3 arc-sec (90m) terrain data and the point-to-peint Longley-Rice
propagation terrain-dependent model.

DTV coverage profiles were generated using the guidelines set forth in
Office of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulletin 69, such as
Longley-Rice propagation default settings and field strength limits, in
dBu, per VHF and UHF bands. Longley-Rice parameters such as surface
refractivity and conductivity were modified by region of the United
Stateg. Azimuth antenna patterns provided by the FCC website were
downloaded and converted from percent power to power gain in decibels
for use in the decibel Planner RF planning tool.

Once the coverage profiles were generated, the contours were mapped
over block group-level data on the number of households based on the
Bureau of the Census household demographics statistics for January
2003. BEBach block group consists of an average of 523 households.
These househoclds were counted as served or unserved based on the
station’s signal strength at the centroid of the block group.

Primus Geographicg Inc.
www .primusgeographics.com
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STATE Hou'seholdaf”snﬁms_ Stations._, n . Stati : ons 'j B D Sea . Stations
Missouri 2,257,045 . . 70,658 13% A3BIBT 403, L17.87%: 1,632,137 ©  67.88%
Tennessee 2,319,483 T 5.80% , A% 252745 0.90% 1,706,240 . 7356%
Washington 2,371,001 0700 ' 7?‘63?“-;‘f ..3.27% 5. 28,830 1.21% 550150248 0 672% 1,834,619 | 77.38%
Indiana 2,405,369 ' . : 19.70% 1,842,624  T76.60%

Massachusetts =~ 2,812,852 . 8,688 28427 S 1% 5 3 1% 2.360,224 - 95.00%
Virginia 2,847,202 : 14% 273,608 <7 9.61% 2.6 e, 2232685  78.41%

SMALLEST 40 48,273,485 7.55% 3,089,773 ]
New Jersey T 8168,07Y ‘j"f‘ oA DO%:2 5+ 588, i 15.21%
Georgia 3,217,888 - 72.98%
North Carolina - . 3,312,813 - o4 o T9.6T%
Michigan 3,805,842 142 765" 262, ‘B83.75%
Ohio . 4,545116 +128,373: 3BBATET . 854T%
Hlinois 4,701,151 6,713: . 19,445 L .92.07%
Pennsylvania - 4,861,498 270,418, ¢ A A22,876 i 34.45%
Florida 6,766,448 ‘ : 55815 5 592,971 . 82.66%
New York e 7,175,854 1178 i 6710,838 . 79.50%
Texas 7.871,349 . : : S 76.16%
California - 42,020,949 - - 86 ; , 46 ? 338 3,6 i 266,784 27. 18%

NATIONWIDE 109,810,264 ; . ; . 18.99% 70 170,217
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L : Total Unnnml %Unserved Unsomd %Unserved_ Unsenrad %Unserved Unsemd %Unserved
STATE Households by fOX  bhyFOX - byNBC . byNBC ! byCBS byCBS - BbyABC . hyABC

Wyoming ‘ 200,222 136,084 6B07T% . 200,222 . 100.00% = 162437  81.13% 121,092 60A4T%
Alaska 232115 232115, 100.00% 2034137 B7.63%  229625. °.98.93% 232115 100.00%
Vermont. |- <. 240220 ¢ 248,516 - 99.71% . | 242,659 . 97.36% 246,099' BB.74% . 236511 .  94.50%
District of Columbia 251,364 S0 . 0.00% I 000% 0. . 0.00% 0 . 0.00%
NorthDakota - "7~ . 257,182 190.’3_8'_2; L T402% 799 --»"1,114955 . 68.03%" 172.531 » 67.09%
South Dakota 297,016 ' ’ ;: 38827 12 a7%
Delaware . % 31'5.0_2255-

Montana y 367,048

Hawali 00 423,004
Rhode Island 425,371
SMALLEST 10 3,018 473

S 407 BT Y

New Hampshlre 502, 749

Maing . .. - 541867

Nebraska 680,852 196,163
New Mexico %7 =0 TOT035 . 294,
Utah 741,654 4
West Virginia - © < TAT.594 [ 49T
Nevada 838,582 119,
Kansas L5 1,056,807 )

Arkansas
SMALLEST 20

1,074,826

lowa o 1164498
Connecticut. " “1,342,4%0 ¢
Oklahoma 1 375,005
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Kenticky - .. . - 1B47B74 - ]
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Colorado oo 1,7_6_9.590 L
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'SMALLEST 30
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Atizona

Maryland . ‘ 04
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Missoutl - . - 2,257,045
Tennessee 2,319,483
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Massachusetts 2,512,652

Virginia 2,847,292
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Florida 6.766,448  A36,6937 ‘
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18.11% 4,544,473 13.34% 18, 445 601
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: Total| Unserved| Unserved R ' Total] Unserved] Unserved

STATE Households| by FOX| by FOX STATE - Households| * by NBC[ by NBC
1|Alaska 232,115 232,115 100.00% 11Wyoming 200,222 200,222] 100.00%
2{Vermont 243,229 248,516] 99.71% 2|Utah 741,654 739,784] 99.75%
3|Maine 541,687 532,205 98.25% 3[Vermont 249,229 242,659 97.36%
4|ldaho 497,571 443873|  89.21% 4{Hawaii 423,904 395,585 93.32%
5[Montana 367,048 317,338 86.46% 5|Alaska 232,115 203,413 87.63%
6{Delaware 315,022 260,875+ 82.81% 6{Noerth Dakota 257,182 212,918]:  82.79%
7INorth Dakota 257,182 190,362] 74.02% 7 California 12,020,949] 7,143.884] 59.43%
Bl|Wyoming 200,222 136,284| . '68.07% 8|Mississippi 1,076,827 633,182 58.80%
8|West Virginia 747,594 497,893 66.60% 9|South Dakota 297,016 156,800{ - 52.79%
10[Mississippi 1,076,827 609,358|: 56.59% 10i{Montana 367,048 154,182|:  42.01%
11|Pennsylvania 4,861,498| 2645780 5442% 11|Colorado 1,769,680 708,342} - 40,03%
12|Colorado 1,769,690 956,958] - 54.07% 12{West Virginia 747,594 283,868| - 37.97%
13[Arkansas 1,074,826 558,823 51.99% 13|Kentucky 1.647,574] 579,610  35.18%
14| Hawaii 423,804 219,171 51.70% 14 {ldaho 497,571 165,908 --33.,34%
15|South Dakota 297,016 152,872|: 51.47% 15|New Mexico 707.035] 225,328[.." 37.87%
16|New Hampshire 502,749 257,969 - 51.31% 16|New Hampshire 502,749 153,972| - 30.63%
17 |New Mexico 707,035 294,869  -41.71% 17 [Arkansas 1,074,826 317,418]- " 20.53%
18|Alabama 1,788,376 733,7851. 41.03% 18]|Alabama 1,788,376 492,087 '2?5—2-"’7:
19[Kansas 1,056,907 432,427 40.81% 19{Nebraska 680,852 169,279 24 86%)
20|Kentucky 1,647,574 546,180} - 33.15% 20|Minnesota 1,867,345 422 053] . 21.45%
21|Utah 741,654 220,331): - 20.71% 21[Oregon 1,393,031 208,591 21.43%
22 Missouri 2,257,045 653,671|. 2B.96% 22|Kansas 1,056,907 204 192 19.32%
23|Nebraska 580,852 196,163] - 2B.81% 23|Arizona 2,073,947 316,499] - 15.26%
24[Minnesota 1,967,345 508,976| ;. 25.87% 24 Washirgton 2,371,021 360,710} - 15.21%
25|Arizona 2,073,947 521,613] * 25.15% 25|Maine 541,687 80,959 . 14.95%
26| Tennessee 2,319,483 582,152 25.10% 26|0klahoma 1,375,005 175,975| - 12.80%
27|Qregon 1,393,031 346,856 24 .90% 27 |Pennsylvania 4,861,498 521,027]: - 10.72%.
28|New Jersey 3,168,071 753,524] - 23.78B% 28|Texas 7,871,349 837.515]° 10.64%
29|Okiahoma 1,375,005 290,900] 21.16% 29|Virginia 2,847,292 281,904| - 10.25%
30[Wisconsin 2,160,235 452 545 20.95% 30{New York 7,175,654 720,563 10.04%
31|Washington 2,371,021 420452]° 18.11% 31|Tennessee 2,318,483 225,054 . 9.70%
32|Califomia 12,020,949 2,112,690 17.58% 32|Delaware 315,022 28,593]: - 9.08%
33| Texas 7,871,349 1,368,403 17.38% 33|Louisiana 1,688,654 148,264{- - 8.78%
34 Virginia 2,847 202 493,732]. - 17.34% 34 [Michigan 3,895,842 305,504 = 7.B4%
35|New York 7,175,654| 1,205.471 16.80% 35[North Carolina 3,312,813 250,547| = 7.56%
36[lowa 1,164,498 180,070]: - 15.46% 36 Wisconsin 2,160,235 160,238; . - 7.42%
37|Michigan 3,895,842 564,458] - 14.48% 37|lowa 1,164,496 86,094|.- - 7.39%
38|Nevada 838,582 119,315]- - 14.23% 38[South Carclina 1,618,539 110,787|. - - 6.84%
39|Georgia 3,217,888 388,694|. - 12.08% 39{Missouri 2,257,045 148,653,  6.59%
40|North Carolina 3,312,813 359,133] . 10.84% 40|Georgia 3,217,888 210,324|-  6.54%
41}0hio 4,545 116 489,139 10.76% 41|Navada 838,582 49.077] - 5.85%
42|Maryland 2,086,504 175,478 B8.41% 42 {Maryland 2,086,504 103,656} 4.97%
43|Florida 6,766,448 436,693 6.45% 43|Florida 6,766,448 249,311 - 3.68%
44/Lcuisiana 1,688,654 96,278] - 5.70% 44Ohio 4,545,116 149,764 3.30%
45|lllinois 4,701,151 145,313]. . 3.08% 45{Indiana 2,405,369 71,428 .. 297%
46|Massachusetts 2,512,652 77.467] . 3.08% 46|New Jersey 3,168,071 83,618]. - 2.64%
47 lindiana 2,405,369 72,106} 3.00% 47 |Massachusetts 2,512,652 37,270 - 1.48%
48{Connecticut 1,342,470 8,094}:. . 0.60% 48 |lllinois 4,701,151 47,187 1.00%
49|South Carolina 1,618,539 5,261 - -0.33%: 491Connecticut 1,342,470 11,010f- - 0.82%
50|District of Columbia 251,364 0l 0.00% 50!District of Columbia 251,364 Ol  0.00%
51[Rhode Island 425,371 0l 0.00% 51|Rhode Island 425,371 0 0.00%
0 D 09,810,264 42° NATIONWIDE 109,810,264 19,884,808 13.11%




Totall Unserved by} % Unservedl e Total| Unserved by] % Unserved
STATE Housahalds - _ABCl.  byABC STATE Households, " CBS by CBS
1|Alaska 232,115 232,115 100.00% 1jAlaska 232,115 220,625 _98.93%
2|Vermont 249,229 235,511 94.50% 2Vermont 248,229 245,090 98.74%
3|Arizona 2,073,947 1,608,244] - 77.55% 3|Wyoming 200,222 162,437 81.13%
4{West Virginia 747,594 506,926 . 67.81% 4(South Dakota 297,016 206,320] © - 69.46%
5|North Dakota 257,182 172,531 67.09% 5|Nerth Dakota 257,182 174,955 68.03%
6|Wyoming 200,222 121,072 60.47% 6|West Virginia 747 504 493,903 66.07%
7 [Montana 367,048 210,324 ' 57.30% 7{Montana 367,048 203,965 . - 5557%]
8|Alabama 1,788,376 906,294| ... 50.68% 8|Hawaii 423,904 176,427 . 41.62%
9|Pennsylvania 4,861,458 2,309,932] : . 47.51% 9lPennsylvania 4,861,498 2,020,608 - :741.56%
10{Hawaii 423,904 184,179 - 43.45% 10|New Mexico 707,035 284,139 - ©“"40.19%
11|Colorado 1,769,690 576,022]" " 32.55% 11|New Hampshire 502,749 164,620] . - 32.74%
12 {New Mexico 707,035 221,578} - 31.34% 12]ldaho 497,571 145,120(- + - :29.17%
13|Oregon 1,393,031 430,979] . - 30.94% 13|Delaware 315,022 76_,198 L
14|lowa 1,164,496 359,353) - = - 30.86% 14|0regon 1,393,031 312,308~
15|Mississippi 1,076,827 319,269} - . 29.65% 15/Naw .Jersey 3,168,071 689,997
16|idaho 497,571 138,888]. . ¢ 27.91% 16|Arkansas 1,074,826 226,611 -
17|Maine _54_1,687 142,052] - .. 26.22% 17 {Utah 741,654 149,3847." -
181Utah 741,654 181,809] 2451% 18{Arizona 2,073,947 405,2658] - -
19|Kentucky 1,647,574 403,777| 24.51% 19|Mississippi 1,076,827 193,379
20|Nebraska 680,852 137,680} -~ 20.22% 20|Kentucky 1,647,574 289,514{
21|New Jersey 3,168,071 607,006] i 21|Alabama 1,788,37¢ 311,203] -
22{California 12,020,849 2,275,791] . 18.93% 22|Kansas 1,056,907 172,268]
23|Georgia 3,217,888 601,300} =" = 18.69% 23|Washington 2,371,021 355,708,
24[Oklahoma 1,375,005 252,585]: ;. 18;‘3?_% 24|Nebraska 680,852 99,441
25|indiana 2,405,369 423,077]7 - 17,59% 25|Tennessee 2,318,483 329,150
26|Kansas 1,056,907 181,385] - - - 17.16% 26[Colorado 1,769,690 238,589,
27 {Washington 2,371,021 387,096 16.33% 27 North Carolina 3,312,813 425,161
28|New Hampshire 502,749 74,819 - 14.88% 28|Connecticut 1,342,470 171,165] -
29|Arkansas 1,074,826 147,296 " 13.70% 29|Virginia 2,847,292 361,391/
30]South Dakota 297,016 38,527| 12.87% 30iMinnesota 1,967,345 241,810
31|Virginia 2,847,292 358,410 12.59% 31|Missouri 2,257 045 246,864
32|Minnesota 1,967,345 227,054 11.54% 32|California 12,020,949 1,292,506
33|Texas 7,871,348 886,051]: . 11.26% 33[lowa 1,164,496 124,298
34{Missouri 2,257,045 251,389 - - 11.14% 34|Oklahoma 1,375,005 137,699|-
35|Delaware 315,022 29,187 - 8.27% 35|Georgia 3,217,888 306,261
36|Michigan 3,895,842 325,401} - 8.35% 36|New York 7,175,654 £626,913] -
37|Tennessee 2,319,483 191,329[: 3‘2_52& 37{Maine 541,687 43,154
38|Ohio 4,545,116 373,224 ;. B.21% 38|Wisconsin 2,160,235 166,169
39|South Carolina 1,618,539 123,526{. . .-7.63% 39Florida 6,766,448 505,818
40|North Carolina 3,312,813 247 ,698] - - 7.48% 40|Texas 7,871,349 568,611|
41{Nevada 838,582 59,536] . « " 7.10% 41 [Maryland 2,086,504 143,927
42|New York 7,175,654 418,858} - - ' 5.84% 42Nevada 838,582 57,421
43|Maryland 2,086,504 91,965 - 441% 43|indiana 2,405,369 131,040
441Florida 6,766,448 241,746+ - 3.57% 44|Ohio 4,545 118 243 ,480]
45| Wisconsin 2,180,235 66,314| - 3.07% 45]lllinois 4,701,151 231,986
46 |Louisiana 1,688,654 39,974 o 2.37% 46Rhode Island 425,371 20,160{:
47 llllinois 4,701,151 87.815] - <" 1.87% 47 |Massachusetts 2,512,652 89,247
48{Connecticut 1,342,470 18,965] . .- 1.41% 48|Michigan 3,895,842 112,920]
49%|Massachusetts 2,512,652 19,287) . -~ -Q.77% 49|Louisiana 1,688,654 28,335] -
50|Rhode Island 425,371 444 - - 0.10% 50 |South Carolina 1,618,539 B45
51|District of Columbia 251,364 0. 0.00% 51|District of Columbia 251,364 0

NATIONWIDE

109,810,264

18,445,601

09,810,264




% %

Homeholds %

anngat “households
) o leastt’ - not receiving
- Total . netwoﬂt * any network

Ieast 3

- jeast 2 :
- 'network .

. network ;

STATE ~ Hduu_holds . station < DTV stations L 2efa ations . stations’ -stations
Wyoming : 200,222 8?659 = 66.22% 839838 - 3193% . o

Alaska 232,115 31,192 -, 0. . 0.00%, _

Vermont S 249229 -18,1:’11' ’ C 4,800 1.96% 7. e 3930

District of Columbia 251,364 251364

_ 251,364 . 100.00% 251,364
North Dakota - 267182 - ABTT04 S 410,258 0 42.87% v
South Dakota 297,016 271,403 230,501 . 77.61% 110,172
Delaware . 318022 M5022 261,104  82.88% - 234962 7
Montana 367,048 253,343 178,024 . 48.50% 104,1315 7
Hawaii © 423904 - 276533 240,734 56.79%: - 202.98%
Rhode island 425,371 425371 . 100.00%. 424,927 99 X )
SMALLEST 10 3,018,473 2,095,702 57% . 58.51% 1,360,958 . 25.81%
idaho T 4BTATY. . 430420 - M. C72.36% - 2TR322 1 55.94% L 3I76% Mg
New Hampshire 502,749 430,954 . - 372,628' 74.12% 312,048 - 62.07%' L 4B.53%
Maine 541,687 512,057 - 450204 BATT%.: 387635 | T1.56% . 9482 . 1.75%fs
Nebraska 680,852 609,540 536,477 78.79% 499,206 . 73.33% 475532 . 69,
New Mexico . ST0T.035 -552,323 . 476451 67.39%7:°"7389,508. . 5500% 383944 . 54.30%;
Utah 741,654 594,140 559,845 75.49% 521,323 70.29% 0. 0.00%!
West Virginia ©UUTATES4 544,713 70.349,199 46.71% 0 SA94961 - 26.08% 77 118913 0 15.91%3
Nevada 838,582 794,697 .. 783490 . 93.43% 775,836 . 92.52% 714,956 85.26% 3
Kansas 1,056,907 . 9T851T - <. 876,483 -8293% = 78783 . 504819, :
Arkansas 1,074,826 1,011,619 7. 5,88% e o 79.81% 765,065 . 7 414601
 SMALLEST 20 10,407,930 . . T1.08% 6,272,785

L ,076.827 o 4089, \ 4,192 . 83.04% W,

1,164,496 973, 280

4,342,470

1,375,005
; C 1,303,081 i£

SMALLEST 25 16,759,759 14,570,051 . 86.93%

South Carolina 1,618,530 1,618,539 0

Kentucky = - . 1,647.574 ' b 003 .- 49.34%§

Louisiana 1,688,654 _ 0. S eg, 09 6% 1443 585 . B570%g

Colorado o 1,768,890 1,68 0349 : 189 - 82.8 104% %77 353,087, §

Alabama 1,788,376 , ) oA ~ .- 85.08% 50, 434,775 -

SMALLEST 30 25272592 22 634 367 . 89.56% . 70.34% 12,168,310

Minnesota - - . ."1,967,345 " 1,868, T164; -87.25% 484, 46% ;3&9,194

Arizona 2,073,947  1,766,275; 1,669,454 -

Maryland . 2,086,504 2,048,252 51944, TIT

. -85.15%

2:51% 14,007 878

Page 1



% %

ouseholds’ Households - Houuhods househotds

iving at. recelving a( uctivlngit receivmgat xHomho_Ids households
7 ving all receiving all

Total ¢ * 4 network
STATE . atio . stations
Wiscaonsin 2,160,235 2,132,714 1,646,144 .  76.20%%
Missouri 2,257,045 . 2,186,387 BIZAT - 67.88%
Tennessee 2,319,483 2,207,435; 1,706 2403_ L T3.56%
Washington 231,021 2.100,‘134: =4, v 77.38% )
indiana 2,405,369 1,842, 624' o 76.60%
Massachusetts 2,512,652 i LOB224 . 95.09%
Virginia 2,847,292 2232685 - .7841%}
SMALLEST 40 48,273,485 44,628,988 92.45% 41 539 215 29, 083 796
New Jersey 23,168,071 3,138,205 Y s 382,881
Georgia 3,217,888 3,133,332 3016113;
North Carolina . T 3312813 . 3220520 37126472
Michigan 3,895,842 3, 801 775 3, 659 ,010:;
Ohio ~4,545.416- " 5 ¥
tincis 4,701,151
Pennsylvania 4.861,498. -
Florida 6,766,448
New York 7,175,854 -
Texas 7,871,349
Califomnia - 12,020,849 11.157,48 32,6 56 78
NATIONWIDE 109,810,264 104 149 854 91, 024 553 70,170,217

Page 2



O 0~ B b whd =

POy
W= o

14
15
16
17
18
18
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
kh
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
45
47
48
49
50
51

. %
Households |Houssoholds
recsiving at |receiving at ||
least1 - [least 1.
Total - jnetwork - |network
STATE Householdsistation . {station -
Vermont 249,229 16,111 5.46%
Alaska 232,115 31,192 13.44%
Wyorning 200,222 87,659 43.78%
North Dakota 257,182 167,704 65.21%
Hawaii 423,904 276,633] - 55.23%
Montana 367,048 253,343 - 69.02%
West Virginia 747,594 544, 713] 72.86%
New Mexico 707,035 552,323;- - © 78.12%
Utah 741,654 594,140 B0.11%:
Arizona 2,073,8471 1,766,275 B5.16%
Oregon 1,393,031 1,186,562 B5, 18%;
New Hampshire 502,749 430,854] . B5.72%
Colorado 1,769,690| 1,556,842]: 87.87%)
ldaho 497,571 430,4291 - - B88.831%
Washington 2,371,021  2,100,134| .- . 88.58%
Nebraska 680,852 609,540] . - B9.53%
South Dakota 297,016 271,403]- . 91.38%
Kentucky 1,6847,574] 1,522,930] . - 92.43%
Kansas 1,056,907 978,5t1): - 92.58%
California 12,020,949] 11,157,469} - 92.82%
Oklahoma 1,375,005 1,286,758] - 93.58%
Alabarma 1,788,.376] 1,681,700 " 94.04%
Arkansas 1,074,826] 1,011,619 94.12%
Pennsylvaria 4,861,498 4,590,980 94.44%
Maine 541,687 512,057 94.53%
Nevada 838,582 794,697 | 94, 77%!
Tennessee 2,319,483 2,207,435 " 05.17%]
New York 7,175,654 6,863,388/ - 95.65% 1
Minnescia 1,967,345] 1,898,631 96.51%
Mississipp) 1.076,827| 1,080,861 . 96.57%
Virginia 2,847,292 2,757,765] 96.86%|:
Missouri 2,257,045| 2,186,387| . 96.87%
North Carolina 3,312,813] 3,220,526 97.21%
Georgia 3,217,888 3,133,332] .- 87.37%
Michigan 3,805,842]  3,801,775] .. " 97.59%]
Texas 7,871,348] 7,687,297 . 97.66%
Maryland 2,086,504] 2,048,252 98.17%]
Wiscensin 2,160,235 2,132, 714{ - 98.73%
Ohio 4,545,116] 4,494,387{- 98.88%
lowa 1,164,496] 1,152,524 - 98.97%:
New Jersey 3,168,071 3,136,295 99.00%.
Indiana 2,405,369] 2,393,065 99.49%k;
Florida 6,766,448] 6,740,979 - 99.62%
Massachusetts 2,512,652| 2,503,963| - - 90.65%)
Louisiana 1,688,654 1,684,305 - © 99,74%
inois 4,701,151 4,694,438 99.86%
Connecticut 1,342,470] 1,340,661 99.87%
Delaware 315,022 315,022 100.00%}
South Carclina 1,618,539] 1,618,539 100.00%
Rhode Island 425,371 425,371 100.00%]
District of Columbia 251,364 251,364 - 100.00%
ATIO D) 09 810,264 04,149,854 94.85%

DO~ DN WA =

—_ .
L =]

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
a
32
33
34
35
38
37
38
39
40

42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51

. A%
Households {Households
.+ +. |receiving at |recelving at
o Ts L least2 o |least 2

’ Total ~ . [network: -~ |network

STATE *: |Housaholds|stations - - Istations’
Alaska 232,115 0] - 0.00%
Vermont 249,229 4,890 1.96%
Wyoming 200,222 63,938 31.93%
North Dakota 257,182 110,258|- - 42.87%
West Virginia 747,594 349,199 - 46.71%
Montana 367,048 178,024 48.50%
Hawai 423,904 240,734 56.79%)
Pennsylvania 4,861,498 3,168,304 65.17T%
INew Mexico 707,035 475,451 57.39%
Idaho 497,571 360,045 72.36%
New Hampshire 502,749 372,628 74.12%
Utah 741,654 550,845 75.49%
Qregon 1,393,031 1,068,679;" 76.72%
South Dakota 297,016 230,501 77.61%
Kentucky 1,647,574 1,287,550 . 78.15%
Nebraska 680,852 536,477 78.79%:
Arkansas 1,074,828 857.871]:- 79.81%
Arizona 2,073,047 1,669,454 - 80.50%
New Jersey 3,168,071 2,550,245 80.50%|
Colorado 1,769,690 1,466,189 82.85%
Delaware 315,022 261,104 B2.88%
Kansas 1,058,907 876,483 82.93%
Mississippi 1,076,827 894,192 83.04%
Maine 541,687 459 204 84.77%
Alabama 1,788,378 1,621,775 85.09%
Washington 2,371,021 2,022,497 85.30%
Minnesota 1,967,345 1,716,432 87.25%
\irginia 2,847,292 2,484 157 87.25%
California 12,020,949 10,702,005 89.03%
Tennessee 2,319,483 2,077,587 89.57%
Oklahoma 1,375,005 1,238,090 90.04%
Texas 7,871,349 7,188,036 91.32%
Missouri 2,257,045/ 2,073,773 91.88%
New York 7,175,654 6,672,213 92.98%
Maryland 2,086,504 1,944,797 93.21%
Nevada 838,582 783,490 83.43%
Georgia 3,217,888 3,016,113 93.73%
Michigan 3,895,842 3,659,010 93.92%
North Carolina 3,312,813 3,126,472 94,38%
lowa 1,164,496 1,107,970 85.15%
Qhio . 4,545,116 4,368,014 96.10%
Wisconsin 2,160,235 2,088,990 96.70%
Indiana 2,405,368 2,371,803 98.60%
Massachusetts 2,512,652 2,478,536 98.64%
Louisiana 1,688,654 1,674,866 98.18%
Hinois 4,701,151 4,674,993 99.44%
Connacticut 1,342,470 1,335,462 99.48%
Florida 5,766,448 6,735,398 99.54%
South Carolina 1,618,539 1,618,539 100.00%
Rhode Island 425,371 425,371 100.00%
District of Columbia 251,364 251,364 100.00%
NATIONWIDE 109,810,264 97,400,018 88.70%
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12
13
14
15
18
17
18
19

21
22
23
24
25
26
27

29
30

32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51

% % I
Househods |Households . |Household |H
recelving at|receiving at Households |s receiving <
loast 3 least 3 ) _ [receiving ail |all 4 ‘

_ Total - = |network |nstwork - . Total ~ |4 network - fnetwork AT
STATE useholds|stations _ [stations STATE Houssholds|stations . |stations i
Alaska 232,115 0 0.00% 1|Vermont 249,229 0 0.00% ] )Q.00%
North Dakota 257,182 o[ 0.00% 2[Alaska 232,115 0 0.00% | ST T00,00%
Verrmont 249,229 3,139] - - 1.26% 3|Wyoming 200,222 0 0.00% kg1 000
Wyoming 200,222 29,276] - 14.62% 4|North Dakota 257,182 0 0.00%§3 R
West Virginia 747,584 194,961]- 26.08% 5[Hawaii 423,904 0 0.00% |525180°0
Montana 367,048 104,131 28.37% 6iUtah 741,654 0f- 0.00% | 04
Mississippi 1,076,827 369,989 34.36% 7[Maine 541,687 9,482 1.75%4 8.
South Dakota 297,016 110,172]: . 37.00% 8|ldaho 457,571 18,699 3.76% o
Hawaii 423,904 202,987] - 47.?9;% 9|South Dakota 257,018 21,469 7.23
Pennsylvania 4,861,498] 2,514,627} = 51.73% 10{Montana 367,048 46,885 12.77%

New Mexico 707,035 389,508]: .- 55.09% 11{West Virginia 747,584 118,913 15.91%f
Idaho 497 571 278,322|- - - 55.94% 12| Delaware 315,022 54,147 17.19%];
Alabama 1,788,376{ 1,071,885 - -59._9_415;‘ 13|Colorado 1,769,690 353,867|  20.00%]:
New Hampshire 502,748 312,048 - B82.07% 14|Arizona 2,073,947 454,340 21:91%]
Colorado 1,769,690 1,221,851 - - 69.04% 15[Mississippi 1,076,827 248,078 23.04%
Kentucky 1,647,574 1,147.832]- . 69.67% 16|Alabama 1,788,376 434,775 24.31%
Utah 741,654 521,323|° 70.29% 17 |California 12,020,948 3,266,784 27.18% |
Arkansas 1,074,826 765,065] .0 . 71.18% 18|Pannsylvania 4,861,498 1,674,734 34.45%
Maine 541,687 387.635]: 71.56% 19|Arkansas 1,074,826 414,601 38.57%
Nebraska 680,852 492,2061 - - 73.33% 20|New Hampshire 502,749 243,986 48.53% 15
Oregon 1,393,031 1,028,731}, - 73.85% 21{Keniucky 1,647,574 812,903 49.34% |55 bt
Kansas 1,056,807 787,833] 74;_:»4& 22|New Mexico 707,035 383,944 54.30% = )
Detaware 315,022 234,982 - 74.50% 23|Kansas 1,066,907 594,519 56,25% [FEnE 48 7 A
Arizona 2,073,947 1,554,098 74.93% 24|lowa 1,164,496 674,385 f
Minnesota 1,967,345] 1,484,630 75.46% 2510regon 1,393,031 899,421

New Jersey 3,168,071 2.469,048 77.94% 26{Missouwri 2,257,045 1,632,137

QOklahoma 1,375,005] 1,119,233 " 81.40% 27 |Minnesota 1,967,345 1,360,794

lowa 1,164,496 973,280 83.58% 28|Nebraska 680,852 475,532

Washington 2,371,021 1,993,867 84.09% 29|Oklahoma 1,375,005 998,780

California 12,020,949] 10,132,667 B4.29% 30|Gsecrgia 3,217,888 2,348,308

Tennessee 2,310,483 1,958,985 B4.46% 31|Tennessee 2,319,483 1,706,240

Virginia 2,847,292 2,409,124] 84.61% 32 |New Jersey 3,168,071 2,382,551

Missouri 2,257,045] 1,935406] -  B8575% 33|Texas 7.871,348] 5,994,884

Texas 7,871,343] 6,954,799 B8.36% 34|Wisconsin 2,160,235 1,646,144

Georgia 3,217,888] 2,867,220 89.10% 35|Indiana 2,405,369 1,842,624

Wisconsin 2,160,235] 1,927,826 89% 36|Washington 2,371,021 1,834,619

North Carolina 3,312,813] 2,982,353 80.02% 37 |Virginia 2,847,292 2,232,685

New York 7,175,654f 6,484,371 90.37% 38 |New York 7,175,664 5,710,838

Michigan 3.895,842] 3,551,409 91.16% 39|North Carplina 3,312,813  2,639.362

Ohig 4,545,116] 4,177,699 . 91.92% 40 [Florida 6,766,448 5,682,971]

Maryland 2.086,504| 1,930,262 92.51% 41|Michigan 3,895,842 3,262,890

Nevada 838,582 775,836 02.52% 42|Nevada 838,582 714,956

Indiana 2,405,369 2,316,363 - 96.30% 43|South Carclina 1,618,539 1,380,788

Louisiana 1,688,654 1,633,909] - 96.76% 44|0hio 4,545,116 3,884, 7571 .

Florida 6,766,448 6,562,776] " 96.99% 45|Louisiana 1,688,654 1,448,685

Massachusets 2,512,652] 2,445614] 97.33% 48 |Connecticut 1,342,470 1,162,810] -

lllinois 4,701,151( 4,594,330 - 91.73% 47 [Maryland 2,086,504 1,807,679

Connecticut 1,342,470] 1,321,713] . 98.45% 48| llinois 4,701,151 4,328,542

South Carolina 1,618,538] 1,615,871 099.84% 49| Massachusetts 2,512,652 2,389,224

Rhode Island 425,371 424,927] - " 96.90% 30|Rhode Island 425,371 405,211

District of Columbia 251,364 251,364 100.00% 51|District of Columbia 251,364 251,364

NATIONWIDE 109,810,264 91,024,553 B82.89% O D (29,810,264 0,170
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Demographic Snapshot

Total U.5. Households: 109,810,264

Reception Snapshot

Households Receiving Ali 4 Stations. 63.90%
Households Receiving 3 or more Stations: 82 B9%
Houzseholds Receiving 2 or more Stations: 88 70%
Households Receiving 1 or more Station: 94 85%

Digital White Arca Snapshot

U.5. Households
unserved by ABC in Digital: 18,445,601 (16.80%)

0) U.8. Househoids
unserved by CBS in Digital: 14,644,473 (13.34%)

U.S. Households
unserved by NBC in Digital: 19,884,808 (18.11%)

m U.8. Households
unserved by FOX in Digital: 23,521,532 (21.42%)

Digital TV Data:

All digital television (DTV) broadcast station data used
to prepare the DTVIFCC coverage prefiles is based
on information provided publicty by the FCC website
(www fcc.gov).

Generated DTV coverage profiles use guidelines set forth
in Office of Engineering and Tachnology (OET) Bulletin
€89, such as Longley-Rice propagation default settings
and freld strength limits, dBu, per VHF and UHF bands
Longley-Rice parameters such as surface refractivity and
conduclivity are modified per region of the .S,

DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEDGRANICS fwww.piimusgeographics.cam)

@ DTV Contours

& DTV Contours
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County Demographic Snapshot i ‘hil i h, Digital TV Data:
Total ALABAMA Households: 1,788,376 ALABAMA Houssholds. All digital telavision {DTV) broadcast station data used to prepare the
Unsurved by ABC In Digieal: 906,204 (50.68%) DTVIFCC coverage profiles is basad on information provided publichy

by the FCC website (www foc.gov)
ALABAMA Houssholds

unserved by CBS in Dighal: 311,208 (17.4%) Generated DTV coverage profiles use guidalines set forth in Office

of Engineering and Technolagy (OET) Bulletin 69, such as Longiay-Rice

[_| Reception Snapshot

Houssholds Recalving All & Stattons : 24.0%

3 of more Statians: 40.0% ALABAMA Households "
States : 2ormare : 85.0% unserved by NBC in Digital: 492,087 (27.52%) propagation default settings and field strength limits. dBu, per VHF and
Households Recetving 1 or more Statlon: 54.0% UHF bands. Longiey-Rice paramelers such as surface refractivity and
ALABAMA Households congudtivity are modified per region of the U S,

unserved by FOX in Cigital: T33.705 {41.03%)

DATA SGURCE: PRIMUS GEQGRARICS {www.primusgeogrephics.com;




ALASKA'S DIGITAL WHITE AREA

wmlnwu-«-‘?‘/

DMAA orage AK

Demographic Snapshot

Total ALASKA Households: 232,118

Reception Snapshot

Hougeholds Receiving All 4 Btations: 0.0%

g 3 o more Stations: 0.0%
Households Receiving 2 or more Statlons: 0.0%
Houssholds Receiving 1 or more Statjion: 13.0%

Digital White Area Snapshot

ALASKA Houssholds
unsarved by ABS In Digital: 232,115 {100.0%)

ALASKA Househowds
unserved by CBS in Dightal: 220,625 (98.93%)

ALASKA Houssholds
unserved by NBC W Digital: 203,413 (87.83%)

ALASKA Households
unsarved by FOX in Digital: 232,115 (100.0%)

Digital TV Data:

AN digital television {D'MV) broadcast station data used 1o prepare the
DTV/FCC coverage profiles is baged on information provided publicly
by the FCC website (www.fce.gov).

Generated DTV coverage profiles use guidslines set forth in Cfiice

of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulletin 69. such as Longley-Rice
propagation default setlings and field strength iimits, dBu. per VHF and
UHF Hands. Longley-Rice parameters such as surtace rafractivity and
conductivity are modified per region of the U.S5.

DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEQGRAHILS (www.primusgeogaphics.com)




ARIZONA'S DIGITAL WHITE AREA
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fﬂ DMA Tugson {Nogales) AZ o DMA Tucson {Nogales) AZ ~ Sechme

County
Total ARIZONA Households: 2,071,647

Reception Snapshet

Households Recelving AL 4 Stations: 2.0%
Households Receving 3 or more Stations: 75.0%
States Houssholds Receiving 2 or more Seatlons: 51.0%
Heuseholas Receiving 1 or more Station: 85.0%

[

ARIZONA Houssholas
unservad by ABC (n Digital: 1,808,244 (TT.55%)

ARIZONA Housshoids
unyerved by CBS In Digital: 405,285 [19.54%,)

ARIZONA Houssholds
uAzerved by NBC In Digital: 318,464 115.28%)

ARIZONA Houssholds
unserved by FOX In Digital: 521,813 {25.15%}

RO

Digital TV Data:

All digital television (DTV) broadcast station data used to prapere the
OTV/FCC coverage profiles is basad on information provided publicly
by the FCC website Iwww.fce.gov).

Generaled DTV coverage profiles use guideiines set forth in Office

of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulketin 69, such as Longlay-Rice
propagalicn defautt settings and fiekd strength imits. dBu. per VHF and
UHF bands. Longley-Rice paramaters such s surface refractivity ang
conduclivity are madified per regicn of the U.3,

DATA SOURCE. PRIMUS GE HICS twww.prir ics.com)
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County Demographic Snapshot Digjtal White Area Snapshot Digital TV Data:
Total ARKANSAS Households: 1074,826 ARKANSAS Houweholds All digital {elevision {DTV) broadcast station data used to prepare the
unservad by ABG in Digital: 147,288 [13.7%) OTVIFCC coverage profiles i basad on information provided publicly
) by the FCC website (www.fet.gov).
s ___L___LRECE tion Snypshot MmmsulAs "‘;‘s‘l.h:ﬁ :228.811 {21.08%
D " ana . 30.0% unserved by GBS in Digital: 226, o) Generated DTV coverage profiles use guidelines set forth in Office
k .0% . !
Households Raceiving 3 of more Stations: 72.0% ARKANEAS Households of Engineering and Tacpnnlogy (OET) Bullatin 99: such as Longley-Rice
States Households Recaiving 2 or mare Stations: 81.0% unsarvad by NBC in Digital: 317 418 (29.53%) propagation default setings and field strength imits, dBu. per VHF and

Housdholds Recaiving 1 of more Station: 95.0%

ARKANSAS Housshalds
unsaread by FOX in Digital: 658,823 (51.99%,)

UHF bands. Lengley-Rice paramelers such as suriace refractvity and
conductivity are medified per region of the U.S.

DATA SQURCE: PRIMUS GEQGRAHICS {www.priiiusgeographics.com}
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Demographic Snapshot igital White Area Snapsho Digital TV Data:

Total CALIFORNIA Households: 12,020,849 CALIFORNIA Househgids All diita! television {DTV} broadcast station data used 1o piepare the
unservad by ABC in Dipita: 2,275,791 (10.93%) DTVIFCC: coverage prolles is based on informatien provided publicly
by the FCC website (www.fcc.gov).

i 5 CALIFORMIA Households
Reception Snapshot unserved by CBS in Digital: 1,292,500 {10.75%) . oV profiles use guidalines sat forth in Office

Housshotds Recelving AN 4 Stations: 27.0% oEE ; ‘

Ho:,mm, Rm.,,,,,: 3 or mare Stations: B4.0% " GALIFCRNIA Households of Engingering and Tacknolegy {GET) Bullatin 69: such as Longley-Rica

Hourseholds Receiving 2 or mare Stations: 88.0% unserved by NBC in Digital: 7 142,884 {59.43%) prapagation default seftings and field sirength kmits. dBy, per VHF and

Househaolds Receiving 1 or more Station: $3.0% UHF bands. Longley-Rice parameters such 85 surface refractivity and
CALIFORNIA Househokls condudtivity are modified per region of the U S

unserved by FOX in Digital: 2,112,690 (17.58%)

DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEOGRAHICS (wiww.primusgeographics.com)
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County Demographic Snapshot Digital White Area Snapshot Digital TV Data:
Toul COLORADO Households: 1,789,090 COLORADD Houssholds All digital telavisior: {(OTV) broadcast station data used 1o prepare the
unserves by ABC in Digitai: 578,022 (32.58%) DTVACC coverage profiles is based on information provided pubkcly
DMA . oy the FCC wabsite (www.fcc.gav).
Reception Snapshot © COLORADO Housanoids L ases (saae
E:I Households Receiving Al 4 Stations: 20.a% unserved by GBS in Digital: 200,830 (52,48% Generated DTV caverage profiles use guidelines set forth in Office
Hz:muln: Ru:uiw:g 3or mnns“h‘uon'l: ;!.w ™ COLDRADG Houssholds of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulietin 88, such as Longley-Rica
States H, g 2 of more Stations: 83.0% @ unzarvad by NBC in Dighal: 708,342 (40.03%} prepagation default settings and field strangth kmits, dBu, per VHF and
Households Recelving 1 of more Statlon: $8.0% UHF bands. Lunnlay—Rlce paramaters such as surface refractivity and
COLORADO Households conductivity are modified per region of the U.S
uh: d by FOX in Digital: LB50  (54.07T%
perves by aital: 96 " , DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEOGRAHICS (www.ptimusgagraphics.com)
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County Demographic Snapshot Digjtal White Arep Snapshot bigital TV Data:

Total CONNECTICUT Howseholds: 1,342,470 CONNECTICUT Housaholds All digital television (DTV) broadcast station data used o prepare the
unservad by ABC in Digital: 18,905 (1.41%) DTVIFCC coverage profiles is basad on information provided pubiicly
the FCC website (www.fcc.gov).
DMA Recention Snagshot O CONNECTICUT Households by ¢ aov)
117 . L .
D Housaholds Recaiving All 4 Stations: 37.0% unasrved by GBS In Digital: 171,185 112.75%) Generatad DTV coverage profiles use guidelines set forth in Ofice
Households Recaiving 3 or more Stations: 89.0% PI™  CONNECTICUT Households of Engineering and Tachnalogy (OET) Bullatin 62, such as Longlay-Rice
Slates Households Reteiving 2 or more Statlons: 100.0% E?.i unserved by NAC in Digital: 11,010 (0.82%) propagetion cafault sallings and fiaid strength imits, dBu, per VHF and
Housshoits Receiving 1 of mors Station: 100, 00% UHF bands. Longley-Rice parametars such as surface refractivity and
CONNECTICUT Houssholds <andutlvity are modifiad per region of the U.S.
whserved by FOX In DHgital: 5,004 (0.8%)
DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEOGRAHICS (WwWw.primusgeographics.com)




DELAWARE'S DIGITAL WHITE AREA
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Demographic Snapshot

E Tota DELAWARE Househalds: 315,022

1 DELAWARE Household:
D Reception Snapshot @ inservad by CBS In Digeias: 76,198 {24,195

DMA Salisbury MD

Dorcnaginr Dorchamer

Digital White Area Snagshot Digital TV Data:

DELAWARE Houssholdy All digttal television {DTV) broadcast station data used to prepars the
unserved by ABC In Digital: 29,187 (9.27%) DTV/FCC coverage profiles is basad on information provided puhlicly
by the FCC website fwww icc.gov)

Generated DTV coverage profiles use guidelines set forth in Office
# 3 Of More Stations: 74.0% DELAWARE Households of Enginearing and Technotogy (OET) Bullatin €0, such as Longley-Rice
States Housenotds Receiving 2 or mare Stations: 82.0% unsarved by NBC in Digita: 28,593 (2.00%) propagation default snﬂlnus and field strength limits. dBu, per VHF and
Househalds Raceiving 1 or more Station: 98.0% UHF bands. Longley-Rica parameters such as surface refractivity and
DELAWARE Houssholds conductivity are modified per region of the U.S.
unserved by FOX in DigHar: 280,876 (82.81%)

Houssholds Receiving All 4 Stations: 17.5%

DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEOGRAMICS (www.primusgeographics.camy




DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA'S DIGITAL WHITE AREA

Dintnt of Columix

Demographic Snapshot Digijtal White sh Digital TV Data:

Toial DISTRICT OF COLUMB!A Houssholds: 253 364 DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA Housahalds Al digital television {DTV) broadcast station gata used to prepare the
unserved by ABC in Digial: 0 {0.0%) DTWFCC covarage profiles Is based on information providad publicly

by the FCC website (www foc.gov).
Reception Snapshot DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA Househoids
_L_——'L-— © unserved by CBS In Digltal: & [0.0%) G " .
enarated DTV coverage profiles use guidelines set forih in Office
N I Enginaenng and Technology {OET) Bultetin 69, such as Longley-Rica
93 e Stations: 100.0% Y DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA Households o ® h 69.

R g2 z: ::m Srwions 100.0% m unserved by NBC In Digital: ¢ {0.0%) propagation defaylt settings and fisld strength limits. dBy, per VHF ang
Households Receiving 1 or more Station: 100.0% UHF bands. Longley-Rice parametars such as surface rafractivity and
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA Housahalds conductivity are madified per region of he LS
uaserved by FOX In Digltal: 9 {0.0%}

Housshotds Receiving All 4 Statians: 100.0%

DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEOGRANICS (Www.primusgeographics.com)
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County Demp, hic Snapshot Digital White Area Suapsho
“Total FLORIDA Households: 8,785,448 FLORIDA Houssholds
unservad by ASC in Digital: 241,746 (3.57%)
DMA j FLORIDA Housshalds
Rel:e Lion Sn shot © uhserved by CBS In Digital: 505,018 (7.48%}
Houssholds Receiving All 4 Stations: £3.0%
+ R g 3 of mors Stations: 87 0% FITy FLORIDA Housshends
States Housengids Receiving 2 or mare Stations: 100.0% m unservad by NBC In Digital: 249,31+ (3.88%)

Households Receiving 1 or mere Station: 100.0%
FLORIDA Households

Unsarved by FGX In Digital: 438 883 (6.458%)

[l Wty

DMieD N AL ,EWAMbaly GA

ot or Chu

e
DMA-GainasVi)BFL

Digital TV Data:

All digital television (DTV) broadcas! station dala used to Brepare the
DTV/FCC coverage profies is based on information provided publicly
by the FCC webeite (www.foc gav).

Generated DTV caverage profiles use guidelines set forth in Office

of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulietin 69. such g Longley-Rice
propagation dafault elings and field strangth imits, dBy. per VHF ang
UHF bands.Lengiey-Rice parameters such s surface refractivity and
conductivity are medified per region of the U S

DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEQGRANICS rwww.pnmusgaoarapﬂics.com)
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GEORGIA'S DIGITAL WHITE AREA

v

Demographic Snapshot

Tatal GEORGIA Housaholds: 3,217,008

Reception Spapshot

Housahotds Receiving Alf & Stations: 72.0%

F R 0 3 or more Stattons: 89.0%
Households Receiving 2 or more Stations: 94.0%
Houssholds Receiving 1 or more Station ; #8.0%

County

L]

DMA

]

States

ey

it

i

m.
P PR
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O)
@

3

T S

—— ———
)P DTV Contours ARSI

Ari na

GEQRGIA Houssholds
#rvad by ABC In Digltal: 801,300 (18.64%)

jgital Whi

GEORGiA Households
unservad by CBS in Digitar; 308,261 (8.52%)

GECRGIA Houssholds
unserved by NBC in Digita): 210,324 (6.54%)

GEDRGIA Householas
d by FOX in Digitni: 383,804 (12.08%)

Digital TV Data:

All digital felevision {DTV) broadcast station date used to prapare the
DTV/FCC coverage profiles is hased on information provided publicty
by the FCC website (www fcc gov).

Ganerated DTV coverage profiles vae guidelines set forth in Office

of Engineering and Technofagy (QET) Bubatin 69, such as Langlay-Rice
propegation defaull settings and field strength limits. dBu_ per VHF and
UHF bends. Longley-Rice parameters such as surface refractivity and
conductivity are modified per region of the .8

DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEOGRANICS (wwh.primusgecgragtics.com)
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T b e

MA Hortolul

County Demographic Snapshot igita] Whi na t

Total HAWAIF Households: 423,904 HAWAIl Households

unservad by ABC in Digltal- 184,179 [43.45%}
D& Reception Snapshot

HAWAIl Househalds
unserved by CBS In Digital: 178 427 (41.82%)

H R o Al 4 0.0%

Hi R % 3 of mare 48.0% P HAWAN Housanolas
States Housaholds Recalving 2 or more Stations: 57.0% m unzerved by NBC In Digital: 395,585 183.32%)

Househalds Receiving 1 or more Station: 85.0%
HAWAF Housshotds.
unsatved by FOX in Digitai: 218,17¢  (51.7%)

Digital TV Data:

All digital talevision (OTV) broadcast staticn data used to prepare the
DTVAFCC coveraga profiles is based o information pravided publicty
by the FCC wabsita (www fcc.gov).

Generated DTV coverage profiles use guidelines sef forth in Office

of Engineering and Technalogy (OET) Bulletin 6%, such as Longley-Rice
propegation default settings and field sirength limits. dBu, per VHF and
UHF bands. Longley-Rice parametars such as surface refractivity and
conductivity are modified per regian of the U.S

DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEOGRAHICS (Www primusgecgraphics.com)
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Demographic Snapshot

Total iDAHC Households: 457,571

Reception Spapshot

Househalds Receiving All 4 Statioss: 4.0%
Householdz Recaiving 3 or more Stations: §6.0%
H Receiving 2 or more Stations: 72.0%
Househotds Raceiving 1 or more Statian: 88,0%

)

Granme

i Ravullj
“""pma BittelBozemad MT

Fayart DMA

Inise! D

Blame

DOMA Twin Falls D}

Humbaldi

Digital White Area Snapshot

IDAHO Housshokds
wnagrved by ABC in Dipital: 138,888 (2T .91%)

IDAHO Households
unservad by CBS In Digital: 145,128 (20.17%)

IDAHC Houssholds
unzarved by NBC In Diitai: 165,808 [33.34%)

IDAHD Households
unserved by FOX in Digitai: 443 873 [89.21%)

Bon Eoer

«

Digital TV Data:

All digital television (DTV) broadcast siation data used 1o prepare the
LTVACC coverage profiles is based on information providad publicty
by the FCC wabaite (www Tcc.gov).

Generated DTV coverage profiles use guidelines set forth in Office

of Engineering and Technology (OET) Builetin 69, such as Longley-Rice
propagetion default settings and fisk! strength limits, gBu. per VHF and
UHF bands. Langley-Rice parameters such as surface refractivity and
conductivity are modifiad per region of the U5,

DATA SDURCE: PRIMUS GEOGRAHICS (www.primusgeographics.com)
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County Demographic Snapshot Digital White Area Spapshot Digital TV Data:
Total ILLINOIS Housaeholds: 4,701,151 ILLINOIS Households. All digital television (DTV) bromdcast stalion data used to prepare the
unserved by ABC In Digltal: 87,815 {1.87%)| DTV/FCC covarage profiles is based on information provided publicly
DMA , by the FCC website (www.fcc.govy.
Reception Snapshot ILL':‘OI‘?;M‘:-:T“ ltal; 231,088 (4.83%F
D Housaholds Recelving All 4 Statons: 92.8% unsarema by n Digltal: 231, ; Genarated DTV coverage profles use guidelings set forth in Offica
Househotds Recriving 3 of mars Stallans. 09.0% PI™L ILUINOIS Housshokds of Enginearing and Technology (CET) Bulletin 89. such as Longley-Rice
States g 2 or more 100.0% [rEd  unserved by NBC in Digitel 47,107 [1.0%) propagation default seftings and field sirenglh imits, dBu, per VHF and
Households Recelving 1 or more Siation: 100.0%

ILLINOIS Housenolds
unsarved by FOX in Digltal; 145,313 (3.09%)

conductivity are meaified per region of the U.S.

DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEDGRAHICS (www.primusgeographics.com)
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County Demographic Snapshot Digital White Area Seapshol Digital TV Data:
Total INDIANA Households: 2,406,348 INDIANA Housshokds Al digital teievision (DTV) broadcast station data used to prepare the
unserved by ABC in Digltal; 420,077 [17.58%) DTV/FGC covarage profiles s based on information provided pubiicly
DMA by the FCC website fwww.lcc.gov).
Reception Snapshot INDIANA Houssholds
unsarved by CBS in Digital: 131,00 (5.45%) . o :
. G DTV ge profiles use set forth in Office
Houssholds Recelving Al 4 Stations: 77.0% . N ; "
M Recsiving 3 o mare & 0% INDIANA Housshelds of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulletin 49, such as Longley-Rica
States Househalds Recaiving 2 or more Stations: ¥9.0% E unserved by NBC In Digital: 14,428 (2.67%) prapagation default setiings and field strength limits. dBu, per VHF and
UHF bands. Longley-Rice parameiers sych as surace refractivity and

Households Recaiving 1 or mare Station: 100.0%

INDIANA Houasholds

unserved by FOX In Digita): 72,106 (3.0%)

conductivity are modified per region of the U.S

DATA SOURCE: PRIMUS GEOGRANIGS {Www primusgeographics.com)
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Digital White Area Spapshot

unserved by ABC in Digitai: 389,350 {30.30%)
Uhserved by CBS In Digital: 124,268 [10.857%)

.EE unservad by NBC in Digital: 08,084 (7.38%)

unsarved by FOX in Digital: 180,070 (15.48%)

Digital TV Data:

Car

All digital tetevision (DTV) broadcest station dats used to prepare the

by the FCC webaite {www.fcc.gov).

conductivity are modified per region of the U.S

Generated DTV coverage piofiles use guidelines set farth in Office
of Engineering and Technolegy (OET) Bulletn 69, such as Longiey-Rice
propagation default settings and field strengih imits, dBu. par VHF and
UHF bands. Longley-Rice parameters such as suriace refractivity and

OTV/FCC coverage profiles is based on information provided publicly

DATA SQURCE: PRIMUS GEOGRAHICS (www primusgeographics.com)




